To  the  Mayor  and  Aldermen  of  the  City  of  Montreal : 

THE  PETITION  OF  JOHN  LOVELL  &  SON,  OF  THE  CITY  OF  MONTREAL,  PRINTERS  AND 
PUBLISHERS, 

Respectfully  Sheweth  : 

That  at  a  meeting  of  the  City  Council  held  on  the  14th  day  of  February  last  past,  at 
which  the  question  of  the  Contract  for  Printing  and  Stationery  for  the  Corporation,  and 
certain  petitions  and  documents  in  relation  thereto,  came  under  consideration,  it  was  Resolved 
to  refer  the  entire  question  to  the  City  Hall  Committee,  in  order  that  the  said  Committee 
might  take  the  subject  into  consideration,  and  make  an  investigation,  and  report  thereon  for 
the  information  of  the  Council. 

That  the  City  Hall  Committee  subsequently  met  on  two  several  occasions,  viz :  on  the 
3rd  and  5th  days  of  March  instant,  but  the  said  Committee  did  not  enter  upon  any  inves¬ 
tigation  with  respect  to  the  tenders  for  the  said  contract,  and  the  Chairman  refused  even  to 
open  or  look  at  a  communication  which  Mr.  Lovell,  sen.,  respectfully  handed  to  him  on 
the  5th  instant,  with  reference  to  a  letter  which  the  Committee  had  received  from  Mr. 
Perrault,  and  which  had  been  read  in  Mr.  Lovell’s  presence  at  the  previous  meeting  of  the 
said  Committee  held  on  the  3rd  instant. 

That  under  these  circumstances  your  Petitioners  are  compelled  to  address  themselves 
again  to  your  worshipful  body. 

That  your  Petitioners  respectfully  represent  that  imputations  of  a  serious  nature  have 
been  made  against  them  by  Mr.  Louis  Perrault,  in  connection  with  your  Petitioners’  tender 
for  the  contract  in  question ;  and  more  especially  in  certain  paragraphs  of  a  Protest  served 
upon  the  City  Hall  Committee  by  Mr.  Louis  Perrault,  in  which  he  says : 

“  Whereas,  moreover,  Messrs.  John  Lovell  &  Son  have  quoted  Tracing  and  Drawing 
“  Paper,  on  page  38  of  Specifications,  at  $2,  $2.50,  $7.50,  $9,  and  $11  per  yard  (Items  3, 
“  4,  5,  6  and  7  of  said  page),  which  prices,  for  two  Rolls  of  each  kind,  woidd  represent  a  sum 
“  of  $8,998,  which  sum  only  would  prove  higher  than  Mr.  Perrault ?s  tender,  or  if  these 
“  prices  of  Lovell  &  Son  are  intended  so  much  per  Roll  instead  of  so  much  per  yard,  then 
“  the  meaning  of  the  Specification  is  altered  again. 

“  Whereas  there  can  be  no  doubt  in  the  mind  of  any  unprejudiced  person  that  the 
“  items  so  quoted  per  yard  in  the  said  John  Lovell  &  Son’s  [tender]  were  so  meant  and 
“  understood  by  them,  in  the  hope  that  they  would  be  overlooked,  in  order  to  make  up  for 
“  the  very  low  and  unprofitable  charges  made  by  them  for  several  of  the  items  of  said 
“  Specifications,  and  consequently  their  tender  should  not  be  entertained.” 

That  while  your  Petitioners  reserve  to  themselves  the  right  to  call  the  said  Mr.  Louis 
Perrault  to  account  in  a  Court  of  Justice  for  the  gross  and  malicious  libel  perpetrated 
in  the  above  paragraphs  (and  which  was  deliberately  put  forth  by  him  after  he  had 
stated  to  several  persons  that  he  knew  all  along  that  Mr.  Lovell’s  tender  for  said  five  items 
of  paper  was  per  Roll,  but  that  to  suit  his  own  purposes  he  pretended  to  assume  that  our 
tender  was  per  yard),  your  Petitioners  are  also  interested  in  having  the  whole  subject  of 
the  tenders  for  the  said  contract  investigated  and  examined  by  the  City  Council,  in  order 
that  justice  may  be  done  them  in  the  premises,  as  they  have  already  prayed  by  their  former 
petition  to  the  Council.  We  take  the  liberty  to  append  a  page  giving  Mr.  Robb’s  and 
Mr.  O’Meara’s  totals  of  Mr.  Perrault’s  and  our  own  tenders. 

Wherefore  your  Petitioners  pray  that  the  City  Council  may  be  pleased  to  appoint  a 
Special  Committee  to  take  the  tenders  for  said  contract,  and  all  the  petitions  and  other  docu¬ 
ments  relating  thereto,  into  immediate  consideration,  with  instructions  to  examine  fully 
into  the  said  tenders,  and  report  thereon  without  delay. 

And  your  Petitioners  will  ever  pray. 

JOHN  LOVELL  &  SON. 

Montreal,  14th  March,  1881. 

(See  next  page.) 


THE  PRINTING  AND  STATIONERY  CONTRACT. 


Ihe  Totals  of  Mr.  Robb’s  Statement  show: — 

Total  of  Tender  of  L.  Perrault  &  Co.  for  1st  column  only  of  Specifications  for 

six  years .  $60,965 

Total  of  Tender  of  John  Lovell  &  Son  for  1st  column  only  of  Specifications  for 

six  years . . .  44,464 

Shewing  L.  Perrault  &  Co.  to  be  the  highest  on  1st  column  by .  $16,501 

Total  of  Tender  of  L.  Perrault  &  Co.  for  3  columns  of  Specifications  for  six  years  $101,957 
“  “  John  Lovell  &  Son  “  3  “  “  “  63,304 

Shewing  L.  Perrault  &  Co.  to  be  the  highest  on  3  columns  by .  $38,653 


If  L.  Perrault  &  Co.  be  allowed  the  benefit  of  interpretations  repudiated  as 
absurd  by  the  entire  Printing  Trade,  the  amount  of  their  Tender,  in  either 
case,  on  3  columns,  would  be  reduced  by  $5,040. 

Shewing  their  Totals  for  1st  column  to  be .  $55,925 

If  J.  Lovell  &  Son  be  allowed  the  benefit  of  interpretations  within  the  meaning 
and  usages  of  the  Trade,  the  amount  of  their  tender  in  each  case  would  be 


reduced  by  $1,632. 

Shewing  their  Totals  for  1st  column  to  be .  $42,832 


Leaving  L.  Perrault  &  Co.  still  the  highest  on  1st  column  by . .  $13,093 

And  on  the  3  columns  highest  by .  33,613 


Mr.  O’Meara’s  Statement,  with  nearly  one-half  of  the  items  of  the  Specifications 
struck  out  and  the  quantities  in  many  cases  reduced,  shoius  for  six  years, 
giving  L.  Perrault  &  Co.  the  full  benefit  of  their  interpretations  as  to 
Presswork,  Paper,  Stitching,  <fcc.  : 


L.  Perrault  &  Co .  $41,751 

John  Lovell  &  Son .  34,587 

Shewing  L.  Perrault  &  Co.  higher  than  John  Lovell  &  Son  by .  $7,164 


It  is  evident  from  the  above  statements  that  our  Tender  is  far  below  that  of  Messrs.  L. 
Perrault  &  Co.,  and  it  is  incomprehensible  that  the  City  Hall  Committee,  with  these  figures 
before  them,  should  have  awarded  the  contract  to  the  latter.  Fortunately  the  decision  of 
the  Committee  is  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Council. 

We  have  been  given  to  understand  that  the  fact  of  our  not  being  French  Canadians 
was,  in  the  eyes  of  some  of  the  Committee,  an  obstacle  to  our  being  awarded  the  contract. 
We  may  be  permitted  to  remark  that  questions  of  nationality  have  never  been  considered  in 
our  establishment.  During  a  residence  of  upwards  of  60  years  in  the  City  of  Montreal 
the  head  of  our  firm  has  always  been  a  large  employer  of  French  Canadian  labor,  and  at 
the  present  moment  51  French  Canadians  are  engaged  in  various  positions  in  our  establish¬ 
ment.  We  trust,  therefore,  we  are  not  expecting  too  much  when  we  look  for  fair  play  at 
the  hands  of  the  representatives  of  our  fellow-citizens.  No  favor  is  asked,  but  simply 
that  the  contract  may  be  awarded  to  the  lowest  tenderer. 

JOHN  LOVELL  &  SON. 

Montreal,  14tli  March  1881. 


)■  ' 
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THE  PRINTING  AND  STATIONERY 
CONTRACT. 


